)

2 ozs. 134 Pts.-or. over” ‘(cans) “Pyr
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.1sbrand1ng' of cane and corn sirup. U. S. v. 12 Cases of Sirup. - 'Defa'uﬂt
decree of condemnation. Product ordered (lehvered to chautable organi—
zation. (F.D..C. No. 6346. Sample No. 35830-E.)

) ) ‘l Thi‘e product was. represented to- contain' only 10 percent of-corn sirup put
) ‘actually contained 75 percent. Furthermore, the label ‘on the cans falled to

bear an- accurate statéement of : the -quantity of the contents smce the cans con— -

‘tained an amount more than double the quantity declared.’

On. December 4, 1941, the United States attorney for the Bastern DlStl‘lCt of
Texag filed a 11bel agamst 12 cases of cane and corn sirup at Texarkana, Tex,;
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate. commerce on ‘or about

July 23, 1941, by Ivy Norris, Pure Sugar Cane Products, from West Monroe, La. ;
.and: chargmg that it was mxsbranded It was :labeled: in: part (Cases) “Pure

Ribbon Cane Syrup Wm. Norris, West ‘Monroe, La. *- ~Net Wit:' 2° 1bs,
ibbon- Cane Syrup Contams 10% Corn
Syrup ‘Added. .* - *# Net -Weight 1--15; Liquid Contents, 10 ozs. or over.”

The article was alleged to be m1sbranded in that the labeling was false since

'fthe cans contained- approximately 75 percent of-corn sirup instead of 10- percent

and the average net weight of each can was 2 pounds 248 ounces and:- the

faverage net volume was. 1 pint 9 fluid ounces..-

‘On January:19, 1942, no claimant having appeared Judgment of condemnatmn
was entered and the product was ordered delivered. to a local char1table
organization.

‘*217. Adulteratlon of fondant Acing. U. S. Ve 5 Drums of Fondan‘t Icmg Default
%i%%e% o)f condemnation and destructlon. (F. -D. C, No. 5912, Sample No.

This product was found to contain rodent hairs and ‘insect fragments.
On.or about October 4, 1941, the' United States. attorney for. the District of -

New Jersey filed a libel agamst 5 drums .of fondant icing-at -Newark, N. J.,

alleging that the'article -had been shipped in interstate commeree ‘on’ or about

- September 4; 1941, by Wood & Selick, Ine., from New York, N.:Y.; and charging.

that it was adulterated in that it cons1sted in whole or in part’ of a filthy sub-
stance; and in that it had been prepared under insanitary. conditions whereby it
might have hecome contammated Wlth ﬁlth It was labeled m part “Favorlte
Fondant Icing.” - -

-'On November 11 1941 no claimant havmg appeared Judgment of condemna-
tmn was entered and the pr oduct was ordered destroved R ¥

CACAO PRODUCTS

. 218. A(lulteratmn of choeolate icing. U, S. v, 19 Ga,ns of ©X & | Kakolate. De—

Naulédgzxee of. condemnation and destruction. - (Fv Dy:C. No. 6248 Sample
[0} 504—-B

This product contained rodent hairs.

On November.17, 1941;-the United States-attorney for the Eastern Dis‘tnet of
Pennsylvama filed a hbel against 19 cans of H & H Kakolate at Drexel Hill, Pa.,
alleging that the article had been shipped in: interstate commerce ‘on or about
October 20, 1941, by Henry & Henry, Ine., from. Buffalo, N. Y.; and’charging
that it was adulterated in that it conelsted in whole or in.part: of a filthy sub-
staiice; and in that it hiad been prepared under 1nsamtary cond1t10ns whereby it
might have become contaminated with filth.

On January 5, 1942, no cla1mant having appeared deeree of condemnatlon waa

ntered and the product was. ordered. deswoyed P : S v

[Re]

3219. Adulteratlon of baklng chocolate. U. S. v. 46 Cartons and 83 Cartons of
Chocolate. Default decree of eondemnatmn and destruetion. (F. D C
‘No: 6916, Sample No. 23388-E,)

‘Examination showed that this product Was heat- damaged and that it con-
tamed webbing, dead moths, and-larvae. -

- On February 23, 1942,.the United: States attorney for the Northern District
of Californig filed a hbel against 46 cartons each containing 24 half-pound bars;
and 83 plain fiber cartons each containing 110 half-pound bars of chocolate’ at
San Francisco, Calif., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
eommerce on-or about August. 11, 1939, by B, & A. Opler, Inec., from: Brooklyn,-
N."X.; and charging that it was adulterated in that it cons1sted in whole or in
part of a. filthy substdnce; ‘and in ‘that it had been prepared under insanitary
conditions whereby it mlght have become-contamihated with filth. . The article
in the 46 cartons was labeled in part: “Our Mother’s Pure Bakmg Chocolate.”
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On- Ma,rch 14, 1942; 10 claimant havmg appeared, judgment ot‘ condemnatxon
;was entered and ‘the- product was ordered destroyed :

8220. Misbranding of cocoa. U. S. v. 11'Cases of Cocoa. Default deeree ofi con-

demnation and destruetmn. F. D.- C. No. 6822, 1 \I 5133 8——E
90571-E.) , ( o. ‘Sample- Nos. 5

- Examination showed that th1s product - was short We1ght and deﬁment in
cocoa. fat.

On February 7, 1942, the United-States attorney for the District of Massa- .

setts filed a libel against 11 cases of cocoa at Boston, Mass., alleging that the
article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about October 30, 1840,
:by Francis H. Leggett & Co. from New. York, N. Y.; and charging that it was
‘misbranded. It was labeled in part: -“Plantatmn Bland Cocoa Plantation Ex-
tract Corporation New York City, N. Y.,.5 Lbs. Net Wt.”

. The artxcle was alleged to.’ be mlsb,randed in that the statement ° Lbs
Net Wt.” was false and misleading as applied to- an article that was short
weight; in that it was offered for sale under the name of anotheér food since
it was invoiced as breakfast cocoa, a product containing 22 percent of cocoa
fat, and it contained only 15.72 percent of cocoa fat; and in that it was: in
‘package form and failed to bear a label contammg an, accurate stafement of the
quantity of the contents. .

On April 27, 1942, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnaﬁon
was ordered and the product was ordered destroyed.

VITAMIN PREPARATIONS o

8221. Adulteratlon and misbranding of A, B. D. G. Capsules, U. S. v. 15,000
A. B, D. G. Capsules, -Default decree of condemnation and destruction.
(F. D. C. No. 6068. Sample No. 58409-H.) .

These capsules, which were shipped in bulk package, were labeled “A. B.
D. G. Capsuleés Improved,” but subsequently. a portion were repackaged and
labeled “Hain Abgede Improved Vitamins.” Rach capsule was represented
‘to contain 200 U. 8. P. units of vitamin B;, but examination showed that each
one contained not more than 133 International Umts (U. 8. P. units) of
vitamin B.. .

On October 24, 1941, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of California filed a libel against 15,000 A. B. D. G.. Capsules at Los Angeles,
Calif., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about July 11, 1941,

by the International Vitamin Corporation from Brooklyn N. Y.; and charging

that it was adulterated and misbranded.
. The article was alleged to be adulterated in that a valuable constitutent,
namely, vitamin B;, had been. in whole or in part omitted or abstracted there-
‘from. It was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement on the Shlpplng
.carton, “200 vitamin B; units U. S. P.,” was false as applied to an.article that
contamed not more than 133 Internatmnal Units of vitamin B: per capsule.

It was also alleged to be adulterated and misbranded under the pr0v1s1ons

. of the law applicable to drugs, as reported in D. D. N. J. No. 566.

On November 19, 1941, no ‘claimant having- appeared, Judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed

8222. Misbranding of wheat germ. U. S. v. 219 Cans of Wheat Germ., Default
: (slgfgieeEo)f eondemnatlon and destruction. (F. D, C No. 6362, Sample No.

* The labeling of this product bore false and misleading rep1esentat10ns re-’

‘garding its value as a source of certain vitaming and minerals and its
‘efficacy in the treatment of diseases and abnormalities of the body.

", On December 9, 1941, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Louisiana filed a libel against 219 cans of wheat germ at New Orleans, La.,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
‘September 15, 16, and -24, 1941, by the Colonial Milling Co. from Nashville,
Tenn. ; and chargmg that it was misbranded. It was labeled in part: “Polly Rlch
Wheat Germ.”

. The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the followmg_and similar
statements, (label) “Contains-’ Vitamins A-B-E-G * % * TFour level table-
" .spoons.of Wheat Germ contain about the average daily requirement of Vitamin

B”; and (circular, entitled “Polly Rich Wheat Germ Contains vitamins A-B-E-G,”

attached to retail package) “‘Nature’s Own Tonic in Its Pure Virgin Whole-
pess’ * * * The heart or embryo of the grain of wheat is known as ‘Wheat

e



